AMENDMENT UNDER 37 C.F.R. §1.111 
U.S. Appln. No. 10/681,112 



REMARKS 

Claim 1 is the only pending claim in the application. Claim 2 is canceled by way of this 
Amendment. 

Claims 1 and [3] 2 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Applicant's Admitted Prior Art (AAPA) in view of Olmstead (2,663,627). 

In the amended claim 1 , ( C > OH > D , when an outer diameter of ball is taken as OH , 
in Fig. 1 of the present application), " OH > D " is especially a key point when the outer race is 
placed in a vertical direction . In other words, the central axis of the raceway extends vertically 
during manufacturing of the bearing device. The outer race is held as illustrated in the Figures. 

The Examiner rejects the present application based on the combination of Applicant's 
Admitted Prior Art and Olmstead. However, neither the admitted prior art nor Olmstead 
discloses that " OH > D A key point of the present application is " OH > D " so that the balls 
are prevented from swerving out of the raceway during manufacture of the double row ball 
bearing. See paragraphs [0039, 0040, 0043, 0044]. 

Col. 4, lines 33-48 of Olmstead ("the inner race. . .raised") indicates that the outer race is 
placed in a horizontal direction rather than a vertical direction (i.e., the central axis of the 
raceway extends horizontally in Olmstead during manufacture), and tilted in such a manner as to 
raise one side of the inner race. The relationship between OH and D does not matter in 
Olmstead, because balls are kept in a groove of the outer race by gravitation. 

Still further, proportions of features in a drawing are not evidence of actual proportions 
when drawings are not scale. When a reference does not disclose that the drawings are to scale 
and is silent as to dimensions, arguments based on measurement of the drawing features are of 
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little value. MPEP § 2125. There is no discussion that the dimension D is less than the diameter 
H of the ball, and as mentioned above, it is not inherently disclosed since the balls are kept in the 
groove by gravity. 

In view of the foregoing, there is no teaching or suggestion of a method in which the 
outer race extends in a vertical direction during fitting of the second ball row with the plurality of 
balls in the second raceway having the dimensions recited in claim 1 . 

Thus, claim 1 is patentable. 



In view of the above, reconsideration and allowance of this application are now believed 
to be in order, and such actions are hereby solicited. If any points remain in issue which the 
Examiner feels may be best resolved through a personal or telephone interview, the Examiner is 
kindly requested to contact the undersigned at the telephone number listed below. 

The USPTO is directed and authorized to charge all required fees, except for the Issue 
Fee and the Publication Fee, to Deposit Account No. 19-4880. Please also credit any 
overpayments to said Deposit Account. 



Conclusion 
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